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however, was the despotism of the Sultan. His arbitrary will
was restricted only by the laws of Islam as interpreted by its
great lawyer-theologians. Their doctrines contained also some
ideas which we regard as essentially modern,1 but their chief
influence was opposed to freedom and progress. The religious
character of the Empire implied a privileged position of the
Moslem which was very grievous to the members of other religious
communities, but it also saved them from extinction. When
Sultan Selim planned a radical unification of the Empire by
compulsory prescription of Islam as the religion and Arabic as
the language for everybody, the clerical lawyers pronounced that
this was contrary to the law of the Prophet, and the Sultan
dropped his plan.
The Empire was distintegrated and finally ruined through
its lack of national unity, its militarism, the lawlessness and
corruption of its soldiers and officials, and the indifference and
later the revolt of most of its peoples. The misrule of the rulers
and the discontent of the ruled culminated under the long reign
of the Sultan Abdul Hamid. He dreaded the spirit of nationality
which was already everywhere undermining the Empire and
emphasized its religious foundations. Panislamism seemed to
him the remedy for the revolutionary principle of nationality.
The liberal reforms which his predecessors - had enacted under
the pressure of England and France and the hopes for national
unity were invalidated by the aggravation of despotism and
mediaevalism, the religious fanaticism of the Turkish masses and
the national fanaticism of the revolting Christian nationalities.
The Young Turk Movement which overthrew despotism in 1908
aimed at the fusion of all the nationalities in a common Ottoman
Nation, with Turkish as the language of communication. The
Young Turks abandoned the idea of basing the Empire on Islam ;
they were hostile to the hierarchy of clerical lawyers and promised
freedom and equality to all religions and nationalities. Yet they
also tried to foster Turkish patriotism by an appeal to Turkish
racial pride. For this purpose they encouraged Pan-Turanianism,
cultivating the memory of the alleged Mongolian ancestors of the
Turks2 and the idea of solidarity and national unity of all peoples
of Turanian stock, which implied the liberation of millions of
1 Gf. Count Leon Ostrorog, The Angora Reform, 1927.
2  In the seventies and eighties a French writer, Leon Cahun, in his books glorified
the Mongol conquerors Jir^ghiz Chan and Timurlenk3 who were the most terrible
butchers in the history of "the world, as supermen, and the Mongols as a racial
aristocracy.   The Turks, according to him3 descended from the Mongols and were far
superior as doughty warriors to the Arabs and Persians.   The Arabs poisoned them